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X VITT.—WNotices of recent Ornithological Publications. 
26. Sennett on the Birds of the Lower Rio Grande. 


[Notes on the Ornithology of the Lower Rio Grande of Texas, from 
Observations made during the Season of 1877. By George B. Sennett. 
Bull. U.S. Geol. & Geogr. Surv. Territories, vol. iv. pp. 1-66.] 

These notes give the results of a spring’s collecting in 
Texas, and show what may be done in a short time by an 
energetic man “who goes south for the winter.” In the 
short space of two months some 500 birds were obtained, 
three of which were new to the fauna of the United States, 
and one to sciencc, and about 1000 eggs, many of which 
were new or rare, not to speak of mammals, reptiles, and 
insects. 

The great prize was Parula nigrilora, Coues, a new species, 
“entirely distinct from P. americana, and belonging to the 
P. pitiayumi group,” of which five examples were procured, all 
males. Other interesting birds were Neocorys spraguii, Xan- 
thura luxuosa,Geococcyx californianus, Amazilia cerviniventris, 
and Leptoptila albifrons, for which Dr. Coues has proposed 
the new generic name Æichmoptila. We observe also that 
Dr. Coues has resuscitated for M‘Cown’s Bunting the generic 
name Rhynchophanes, originally proposed by Baird as a sub- 
genus in 1858, being apparently of Bonaparte’s opinion, that 
it is no Bunting at all, but allied to the Finches of the Loxiine 
group. 

Many interesting notices of habits and other particulars 
are given by Mr. Sennett. His notes have been carefully 
edited by Dr. Coues, who is likewise responsible for the de- 
termination of the species. 


27. Merrill on the Ornithology of Southern Texas. 

[Notes on the Ornithology of Southern Texas, being a List of Birds 
observed in the vicinity of Fort Brown, Texas, from February 1876 to 
June 1878. By James ©. Merrill, Assistant-Surgeon U.S. Army. Proc. 
U.S. Nat. Mus. 1878, pp. 118-173.] 

This list, on the same subject as the last paper, includes 
the names of no less than 252 species of birds, and is of 
special interest, as it relates to the avifauna of the border- 

QR 
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land between the Nearctic and Neotropical Regions. The 
result of Dr. Merrill’s observations shows that in the valley 
of the Rio Grande, as in Arizona and New Mexico, there is 
a stronger infusion of Mexican forms than has becn hitherto 
supposed. Dr. Merrill and Mr. G. B. Sennett, who, as we 
have just noticed, has also worked successfully in the same 
field, have thus been able to add the names of a number 
of species to the fauna of the United States. Of these 
additions full synonymy and references, as well as descrip- 
tions, are given. They are as follows :—Thryomanes be- 
wicki, var. leucogaster, Vireosylvia flavoviridis, Molothrus 
eneus, Sturnella magna, var. mexicana, Myiarchus erythro- 
cercus, var. cooperi, Nyctidromus albicollis, Amazilia fusci- 
caudata, A. yucatanensis, Buteo albicaudatus, Æchmoptila 
albifrons, and Parra gymnostoma. 

As regards the Thryomanes, it is open to question if the 
term leucogaster can properly be associated with this species. 
Troglodytes leucogaster, Gould, the origin of the term, was 
considered by Prof. Baird (Rev. Am. B. p. 127) to be a va- 
riety of T. bewicki, but has, in fact, nothing to do with that 
species, being identical with Cyphorhinus pusillus, Scl. It 
has since been placed in a separate genus under the name 
Uropsila leucogastra (Scl. & Salv. Nomencl. Av. Neotr. p. 7). 

Amazilia fuscicaudata is our old friend A. riefferi. Itseems 
to us very questionable if the former name, proposed by Fraser, 
is really applicable to this bird. Fraser is silent respecting 
the characteristic rufous lores of A. riefferi, in which bird, too, 
we fail to recognize any white margins to the feathers of the 
throat, breast, and abdomen. Dr. Merrill seems to have fol- 
lowed the questionable lead of Reichenbach in resuscitating 
this name, which had best be left in abeyance till a bird 
answering better to Fraser’s description reaches us. 

The type of Amazilia yucatanensis is still, we believe, in 
the possession of Dr. Cabot of Boston. A comparison of the 
Texan specimens with Mexican examples of A. cerviniventris 
and this type would be satisfactory, as Mr. Gould has always 
asserted that A. yucatanensis and A. cerviniventris are dis- 
tinct species. 
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28. Ridgway on the American Species of Scops. 

[A Review of the American Species of the Genus Scops, Savigny. By 
Robert Ridgway. Proc. U.S. Nat. Mus. 1878, p. 85. ] 

In this paper Mr. Ridgway has grappled with a complicated 
subject with his usual energy and care; and the results he has 
arrived at are fairly satisfactory, and agree in the main with 
what has been done by other workers in the same field. He 
recognizes seven species of American Scops, one of which, 
from Costa Rica, is here described as new under the name of 
S. cooperi. The great difficulty in the members of the genus 
centres round S. brasilianus and S. asio. Of the former Mr. 
Ridgway writes of five races, which, however, are quite un- 
distinguishable as species. The latter also comprises five 
races, the relations of which are perhaps hardly so well under- 
stood, owing to the greater rarity of some of the forms. 
Scops trichopsis, Wagl., is treated as a distinct species; but 
Mr. Ridgway has well-founded doubts whether this name is 
strictly applicable to the bird he describes *. 


29. Ridgway on a new Humming-bird from Guatemala. 

[On a new Humming-bird (Atthis ellioti) from Guatemala. By Robert 
Ridgway. Proc. U.S. Nat. Mus. 1878, p. 8.] 

Mr. Ridgway finds that Guatemalan specimens of the bird 
hitherto called Aéthis heloise differ in several particulars from 
Mexican examples. As the latter is the rightful owner of 
the old name, he calls the former Atthis ellioti. The chief 
difference consists in the width of the first primary in the 
two forms. 


30. Lawrence on the Birds of St. Vincent. 


(Catalogue of the Birds of St. Vincent, from Collections made by Mr. 
Fred. A. Ober, under the Direction of the Smithsonian Institution, with 
his Notes thereon. By George N. Lawrence. Proc. U.S. Nat. Mus. 1878, 
p. 185. ] 

This is the catalogue promised by Mr. Lawrence when de- 

* [I took the opportunity in passing Würzburg in 1877 of stopping to 
see Wagler’s type of this species, which, through the kindness of Dr. 


Semper, I was able to find in the Museum of that town. I had no skins 
for comparison with me; but I went away with the impression that the 
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scribing the new species of Mr. Ober’s collection in a paper 
we noticed in last year’s volume (Ibis, 1878, p. 468). The 
island of St. Vincent, as here shown, contains 59 species of 
birds, of which 22 belong to widely ranging wading and 
sea-birds. Of the remaining 37 cight or nine are probably 
peculiar to this smallisland. In the present paper Mr. Ober’s 
field-notes are incorporated with Mr. Lawrence’s observations 
on the synonymy &c. 

Our ignorance of the nature of the bird-fauna of the 
West-Indies has long been a subject of regret amongst orni- 
thologists; and we cannot but rejoice that the energy and 
resources of the Smithsonian Iistitution, under whose auspices 
Mr. Ober is working, have at last been invoked to remove 
the veil that has hung over these islands, so far as ornithology 
is concerned, and, we believe, as regards most other branches 
of biology. To show how little our knowledge has progressed, 
we believe Mr. Ober has resumed the exploration of St. Vin- 
cent more than half a century after the commencement made 
by the Rev. Lansdown Guilding, whose name the splendid 
Parrot of the island bears, and whose early death arrested 
the labours of an excellent observer. 


3l. Lawrence on the Birds of Dominica. 

[Catalogue of the Birds of Dominica, from Collections made for the 
Smithsonian Institution by Frederick A. Ober, together with his Notes 
and Observations. By George N. Lawrence. Proc. U.S. Nat. Mus. 1878, 
p. 48. | 

Fifty-six species of birds are included in this list, which is 
a large advance upon the number previously recorded from 
Dominica. In a preliminary paper, which we noticed last 
year (Ibis, 1878, p. 103), Mr. Lawrence described several new 
species from this island. We now have a complete list 
of the specics in the collection, together with Mr. Ober’s 
field-notes. Several undetermined species are included in 


bird was a specimen, in grey plumage, of the Mexican and Guatemalan 
species which I had always considered it to belong to. I still think 
that the name applies strictly tothe bird called S, macealli by American 
authors, Scops asio B maccallt of Mr. Ridgway’s paper (p. 109).—O. 8.] 
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general terms, Mr. Ober not having obtained speeimens. Of 
these there are a “ Thrush,” a “ Swift,” a “ Parrot” (appa- 
rently allied to Conurus pertinax), a “Sandpiper,” a “Tern,” 
and a bird called “Diablotin.” This last Prof. Baird thinks 
may be the same as the Jamaican Petrel, Prion caribbea, 
described by Dr. Carte (P. Z. S. 1866, p. 93), which really 
belongs to the genus Cistrelata; but we still adhere to our 
former suggestion (Ibis, 1878, p: 195), that the Dominica 
bird is much more likely to be Œ. hesitata of Kuhl, a known 
inhabitant of Martinique. 


32. Lawrence on the Birds of Antigua and Barbuda. 

[Catalogue of the Birds of Antigua and Barbuda, from Collections made 
for the Smithsonian Institution by Mr. Fred. A. Ober, with his Observa- 
tions. Proc. U.S. Nat. Mus. i. pp. 232-242.] 

Mr. Ober’s collections from these islands were made in 
August and September 1877; but the box containing them 
got astray, and was only recovered a short time ago. Mr. 
Lawrence has now examined its contents; and the result is a 
paper en suite with those on St. Vincent and Dominica, which 
we have already noticed. The birds of Antigua offer no great 
peculiarity. The Thrush is Margarops densirostris; the Cer- 
thiola, C. dominicana ; the only peculiar species is an Owl of 
the genus Speotyto, which Mr. Lawrence describes under the 
name S. amaura. We notice, however, that both in Antigua 
and Barbuda Dafila bahamensis is resident. Though attri- 
buted to the Bahamas by Catesby, this is the first recent 
record of the bird being found anywhere near those islands. 
Amongst the birds of Barbuda Mr. Ober’s collection reveals 
nothing new ; but the presence of Cinclocerthia ruficauda, Cer- 
thiola dominica, Myiarchus oberi, and Tyrannus rostratus 
shows that the relationship of the fauna les in the direction 
of the islands lying to the southward. 


33. Lawrence on a new Cheetura. 


[Description of a new Species of Cypselide of the Genus Chetura. 
Ann. N.Y. Ac. Sc. i. pp. 255, 256. ] 


Mr, Lawrence finds that the Swift referred by him to C. 
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poliura, Temm., in his paper on Dominica birds (Proc. U.S. 
Nat. Mus. i. p. 62) is not that species, but is apparently un- 
described; and for it he proposes the name C. dominicana. 
The receipt of a specimen of C. poliura from Tobago at once 
showed him the difference between the two. There has been 
no slight confusion on the subject of C. poliura ; but the whole 
matter was set straight by Sclater in 1870 (P. Z. S. p. 329), 
and by Finsch (l. c. p. 558). It will there be seen that the 
C. poliura of Sclater’s article on Cypselide, to which Mr. 
Lawrence refers, is not that species, but C. cinereicauda 
(Cass.). Of the Martinique species of Buffon, to which Mr. 
Lawrence alludes, we have had no recent tidings; but is it 
not probably the same as that of Dominica? 


34. Cordeaux on the Migration of Birds. 

[On some Peculiarities in the Migration of Birds in the Autumn and 
Winter of 1877-78. Quart. Journ. Meteorol. Soc. 1878, p. 157.] 

In this short paper Mr. Cordeaux shows how the mild 
winter of 1877—78 influenced the migration of birds, delaying 
their appearance to a great extent, and on the advent of short 
periods of cold, causing the sudden appearance of large num- 
bers of certain species. Mr. Cordeaux’s residence is favour- 
ably situated for such observations; and he makes good use 
of his opportunities, not only by carefully noting what passes 
in his own district, but also by comparing his records with 
those of such naturalists as the veteran ornithologist of 
Heligoland, Herr Gatke, and, by thus enlarging the area of 
observation, accumulating facts that must some day assist 
materially in explaining the problem of the migration of birds. 


35. A. Milne-Edwards on the Genus Mesites. 

[Rémarques sur le Genre Mesites et sur la place qu'il doit occuper dans 
la série ornithologique. Ann. Se. Nat. sér. 6, 1878, art. 6.] 

This is an amplification of a short paper published last 
year in the ‘ Comptes Rendus,’ which we have already noticed 
(Ibis, 1878, p. 470). Prof. Milne-Edwards now goes into 
further details of his subject, and on the plate accompanying 


the present paper depicts some of the chief features of the 
skeleton of this singular form. 
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36. Elliot on the Genus Porphyrio and its Species. 

[The Genus Porphyrio and its Species. Stray Feath. vii. pp. 6-25.] 

Mr. Elliot’s materials for elaborating this paper are con- 
tained in the Paris Museum. He allows nine valid species 
of the genus, all of which are inhabitants of the Old World. 
The American birds often placed in Porphyrio are consi- 
dered to belong to a different genus. Several changes of 
syhonymy are advocated, and several supposed species are 
degraded from that rank and their names cast into the 
limbo of synonyms. This process has been freely applied 
to the birds of the South Pacific Islands, all of which 
Mr. Elliot considers to belong to one and the same species as 
that of Java, P. calvus. 'The species described as new last year 
(Ann. & Mag. N. H. ser. 5,1. p. 98) from Cochin China under 
the name P. edwardsi is now figured. Another plate shows 
the extent to which the frontal shield varies in P. calvus. 
There is a small matter connected with this paper to which 
we wish to call the attention of the editor of ‘ Stray Feathers’ 
—that is, the suppression of the original pagination in the 
separate copy of this paper now before us. It has been 
found most desirable, and, we may say, is now almost univer- 
sally put in practice, to keep, in separate copies, the original 
pagination of the work from which they are taken. When 
quotations are made from the separate copy, and not from the 
whole work, the convenience of having the original pagination 
before one is too obvious to need advocating. 


37. Salvadori on the Subgenus Globicera. 

[Monografia del sottogenere Globicera, Bp. Cronaca del R. Liceo- 
Ginnasio Cavour, 1877-78. ] 

Of this section of the genus Carpophaga Prof. Salvadori 
recognizes seven species, all of which, with one exception, 
are found in the islands of the Pacific Ocean. C. myristi- 
civora has a more western range than the other six species, 
frequenting nearly the entire New-Guinea area, including 
many of the adjoining islands. The whole synonymic history 
of these seven species is carefully brought together in this 
paper; and the range of each species is traced. 
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38. Salvadori on new and rare Birds from the Sanghir 
Islands. 

[Descrizione di tre nuove specie di Uccelli e note intorno ad altre poco 
conosciute delle isole Sanghir. Atti R. Ace. Sc. Tor. xiii. pp. 1181-1189. 

The three species described in this paper are Dicruropsis 
axillaris, allied to D. leucops, Wall., Macropygia sanghi- 
rensis, allied to M. albicapilla, and Ardetta melena. The rest 
of the paper treats of Pitta ceruleitorques and P. sanghirana, 
Oriolus formosus, and an undetermined species of EHudynamis. 


39. Salvadori’s Prodromus of Papuan Ornithology. 

[Prodromus Ornithologie Papuasize et Moluccarum. VI. Picarie. 
Fam. Cuculide. Ann. Mus. Genov. xiii. pp. 456-465. ] 

Thirty-six species of Cuculids are included in the Papuan 
subregion, whereof twenty-five are represented in the collec- 
tions of Beccari, D’Albertis, and Bruijn. In this paper Prof. 
Salvadori proposes two new generic names—Kamphomaniis, 
with R. megarhynchus (G. R. Gray) as its type, and Micro- 
dynamis, type M. parva (Salvad.). He also describes the 
following new species—Cacomantis eruginosus, Lampro- 
coccyx peciluroides, and L. crassirostris. 


40. Boucard on Guatemalan Birds. 

[Liste des Oiseaux récoltés au Guatémala en 1877. Par A. Boucard. 
Ann. Soe. Linn. Lyon, 1878.] 

Mons. Boueard spent the month of June 1877 in Guate- 
mala, during which time, with the help of his friends, he 
obtained 273 species of birds. He tells us that this collec- 
tion was formed in the departments of Guatemala, Escuintla, 
Amatitlan, Sacatipeques, Quezaltenango, and Vera Paz, but, 
unfortunately, seldom informs us exactly where any one species 
was found. Short notes are appended to the name of each 
bird, containing vague remarks as to whether the species 
is an inhabitant of the hot or cold country, &e.; but they 
are so full of inaccurate and erroneous statements that it 
is obvious that they are not the result of M. Boucard’s 
personal observations ; and such being the case, they are, in 
our opinion, quite valueless. Some of the names in the list 
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are, we have little doubt, misapplied, such as Laroides occi- 
dentalis, Ara militaris, Chloronerpes e@eruginosus, Grallaria 
princeps, none of which are, so far as we know, Guatemalan 
birds. M. Boueard describes two supposed new species, 
Mymotherula nigrorufa and Eugenes viridiceps, the former of 
whieh seems to have been based upon the skin of a young 
male of M. ménétriési. 

Oue thing in this list strikes us as surprising; and that is 
that M. Boucard in June, or his friends between April 
and July, obtained over twenty speeies of birds that only 
visit Guatemala during the winter months! Can it be that 
the former, in this well-trodden field, has followed in the foot- 
steps of his great countryman Le Vaillant ? 


41. < Bulletin’ of the Nuttall Ornithological Club. 

[Bulletin of the Nuttall Ornithological Club, January 1879.1 

Iu the January number of our contemporary several contri- 
butors continue subjects begun in former numbers. In addition 
to these we find several fresh papers. There is an interesting 
article by Mr. Brewster on the Terns of the New-England 
eoast, where no less than eleven species oceur, more or less re- 
gularly, either as summer residents or during their spring and 
autumn migrations. Only four, however, are known to breed 
along the coast. Mr. S. D. Osborne has a paper on the colora- 
tion of eggs, in which he shows that the spots on the eggs of 
birds of all orders are of one colour in each egg, and that the 
variety of tints observable is due to an overlying calcareous 
eoating, and not to a variety of pigments. The experiment 
is a very simple one—on merely scraping away with a knife 
the eoating overlying the purple or lilac spots, a uniform 
colour in each egg is found beneath. Mr. G. H. Coues, a 
nephew of our well-known contributor Dr. Elliott Coues, 
gives a list of the birds he has observed in the hospital grounds 
in Brooklyn eity, no less than sixty species having eome under 
his notice, a large number to be found in the heart of a great 
city. A large proportion of these are marked as eommon, 
not a few residing to breed. Besides the usual reviews, the 
general notes contain several records of interest, amongst 
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which we notice that two specimens of Dendreca kirklandi 
have been captured in Ohio, within two miles of where Dr. 
Kirkland originally found it. More specimens of Vireo atri- 
capillus have turned up in Texas; and the history of the spe- 
cimen of Helminthophaga leucobronchialis, found in the Phila- 
delphia Museum, is traced. 


4.2. Sharpe on the Birds of Rodriguez. 

{Natural History of the Transit-of-Venus Expedition. Birds. ] 

Mr. Sharpe has sent us a copy of the “ Birds” of the 
Zoology of Rodriguez, which we take to be a portion of the 
work on the results obtained by the naturalists of the Transit- 
of-Venus Expedition, now in course of preparation by the 
Royal Society. The paper itself calls for few comments on 
our part ; for, as Mr. Sharpe justly remarks in his introductory 
observations, but little is contained in it that had not already 
been made public by Mr. E. Newton in this Journal (Ibis, 
1865, p. 146), or by Prof. Newton here and elsewhere. The 
only additions that we notice are in the wading and sea-birds, 
several of which Mr. Newton was wnable to determine, and 
some of which did not come under his notice at all. As regards 
observations on the habits and abundance or otherwise of the 
indigenous species, Mr. Newton is still our only authority, 
as neither of the collectors in this expedition have practically 
any thing to say on the subject. In matters of nomenclature 
Mr. Sharpe propounds that the Warbler doubtfully referred 
to the genus Drymeca as D. rodericana by Prot. Newton 
(who, by the by, never wrote Drymeca!), should, without 
doubt, be placed in Bradypterus. His argument does not 
strike us as convincing. The paper is supplemented by a 
« Note on Anous,” in which Mr. Sharpe describes three new 
species of this genus—two, allied to A. stolidus, as A. super- 
ciliosus and A. galapagensis, and one of the A. tenuirostris 
group as A. plumbeigularis. As considerations of geographical 
distribution appear to be reckoned of next to no value in differ- 
entiating these species, we cannot help concluding that their 
characters are as artificial as the “key” defining them. 
According to the latter A. galapagensis differs more from 
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A, stolidus than A. stolidus does from the seven others of 
Mr. Sharpe’s species, and A. tenuirostris is placed in closer 
relationship to A. ceruleus than to A. melanogenys and 
A. leucocapillus—propositions which cannot seriously be 
maintained. These “keys” ought either to be avowedly arti- 
ficial, as that given in Dr. Coues’s ‘ Key,’ or they ought to indi- 
cate the degrees of value attached to the different characters 
employed in differentiating the component species contained 
in the key. The latter is certainly the goal to be aimed at. 
In the present case Mr. Sharpe will, we think, himself admit 
that he has given a higher value to subordinate characters 
than they are really entitled to, rendering his key to this 
extent artificial, and teaching an erroneous view of the rela- 
tionship the species bear to one another. 

Of Mr. Sharpe’s new species, 4. superciliosus is apparently 
the common Noddy of the West Indies (found also in the 
Bay of Bengal!). Can this really be specifically distinct from 
A. stolidus, admitted by Mr. Sharpe as an inhabitant of North 
America, t.e. the shores of the Gulf States? A. plumbei- 
gularis is from the Red Sea, the characters being drawn from 
a single specimen in the British Museum. A single specimen 
also furnishes the characters of a species from the Galapagos 
Islands. This individual Mr. Saunders (P. Z. 5. 1876, p. 669), 
very properly, we think, considered to be in immature plu- 
mage, and placed with A. stolidus, 


43. Sharpes Notes from the Leyden Museum. 

[Notes from the Leyden Museum. Notes VI.-XII.] 

These notes give the results of a visit to the Leyden Mu- 
seum in the autumn of last year. In Note vi. Mr. Sharpe 
describes two species of Arses, which he calls A. batante 
and A. aruensis. The former is from the islands of Batanta 
and Waigiou, the latter from the Aru islands and New Guinea. 
Objections to the selection of names for new species suggestive 
of their geographical distribution have often been urged, owing 
to the erroneous indication they convey of the range of the 
species to which they are apphed, should this subsequently be 
found to be of wider extent. The names datante and aruensis 
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seem, then, ill chosen, seeing that tlie species to which they 
are attached arc known at the outset to have no such restric- 
tion of range as these names indicate. 

Note vii. contains the description of anew Rhipidura, called 
R. elegantula, from the Island of Lettie. 

In Note viii, Pecilodryas cinerea is described, one of Hr. 
Bruijn discoveries in the Arfak Mountains. Mr. Sharpe also 
revises the component species of this genus, and gives a list 
of the eleven species which, according to his views, ought to 
be placed in it. 

Note ix. records Mr. Sharpe’s recognition of the identity 
of Muscicapa rufigula, Müll., with M. luteola, Pall., and M. 
mugimaki, Temm. 

In Note x. Mr. Sharpe divides off the major portion of the 
genus Gerygone, and places it in a new genus, Pseudogerygone. 
In Gerygone, as restricted, he leaves seven species, whilst in 
Pseudogerygone are placed twenty-four. A new species from 
the Arfak Mountains is described as Pseudogerygone rubra. 

In Note xi. a new genus and species from the Arfak Moun- 
tains is described as Clytomyias insignis. It belongs to the 
Muscicapidæ, and is allied to Todopsis and Chenorhamphus. 

Note xii. relates to Campophagide ; and an examination of 
some of the types in the Leyden Museum enables Mr. Sharpe 
to state that Volvocivora melanura, Hartl., is V. lugubris, 
Sundevall, with half a tail (!), and that Lalage nyehihemera is 
identical with Oretcola melanoleuca (Vieill.). Mr. Sharpe also 
adds a note on Pericrocotus ardens and some of its allies. 


44. Sach’s Llanos of Venezuela. 


[Ans den Llanos: Schilderung einer naturwissenschaftlichen Reise 
nach Venezuela. Von Carl Sachs. Mit Abbildungen. 8vo. Leipzig, 
1878.] 

Every naturalist should read this work, which contains a 
most interesting account of the author’s expedition to the 
Venezuelan Llanos in search of electric eels (Gymnotus), and 
gives many notices of other animals. On the streams and 
caños of the Llanos, confluents of the Orinoco, Dr. Sachs 
found the “ Guacharaca de Agua,” 2. e. Opisthocomus cris- 
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tatus, excessively common, sitting on the brauches over the 
water, and uttering its harsh cries. Dr. Sachs unfortunately 
lost his life in an alpine accident last year, as many of our 
readers will be aware. 


45. Dalgleish’s List of the Birds of Ardnamurchan, Argyll- 
shire. 

[List of the Birds which have been observed in the district of Ardna- 
murchan, Argyllshire. By John J. Dalgleish. Pr. Nat. Hist. Soc. Glas- 
gow, 1877, p. 259. ] 

This list contains the names of 115 species of birds observed 
during the last twenty years in the peninsula of Ardnamur- 
chan, a district interesting, from an ornithological point of 
view, as being the most westerly portion of the mainland of 
Great Britain. 


46. Moores ‘ Columbarium.’ 


[ Moore’s ‘ Columbarium :’ Reprinted from the original edition of 1735 
by W. B. Tegetmeier. London, 1879. | 

Mr. Tegetmeier, to whom we all owe a debt of gratitude for 
reprinting Boddaert’s ‘Table des Planches Enluminées,’ has 
now issued a reprint of a scarce tract on a subject in which 
he is one of the first living exponents. The chief interest of 
Moore’s ‘ Columbarium’ consists in the careful descriptions 
of the different races of the domestic Pigeon as they existed 
in 1735, enabling a comparison to be made with those of the 
present day. The alterations produced by careful breeding, 
carried on for 150 generations, can thus be traced. Several 
editions of the work have been issued at various times; but 
the present reprint is a verbatim reproduction of the first 
edition of 1735. 


? 


47. Oustalet on Ibises. 

[Observations sur le groupe des Ibis et descriptions de deux espéces 
nouvelles par E. Oustalet. Nouv. Arch, du Mus. sér. 2, p. 167, pls. 6, 7.] 

In this paper, which appears to have been written before 
Mr. Elliot’s and Dr. Reichenow’s memoirs on the same sub- 
ject, M. Oustalet discusses the classification of the Ibises, 
which he places as a subfamily, Ibidinz, of the family Tanta- 
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lida, leaving the Spoonbills out of consideration altogether. 
This arrangement is opposed to the views of the best recent 
writers, who have conclusively shown the near relationship of 
Tantalus to the Storks (Ciconiide), and the close affinity of 
the Ibises and Spoonbills. M. Oustalet allows eight genera 
of Ibises, grouping them in two sections. He then describes, 
more fully than in his former paper (Bull. Soc. Phil. ser. 7, 
i. p. 25, cf. Ibis, 1877, p. 486), [bis harmandi and I. gigantea, 
the two plates illustrating, one the comparative details of the 
heads of I. harmandi and J. papillosa, the other the full view 
of I. gigantea. 


XIX.—Letters, Announcements, &c. 


We have received the following letters, addressed to the 
Editors of ‘The Ibis :’— 

Heligoland, February 10, 1879. 

Srrs,—Permit me to point out an omission which oc- 
curred in my letter of the 28th of September last published 
in the January number of ‘ The Ibis’ (p. 102), and by which 
I am made to identify a buffish grey Phylloscopus with P. 
viridanus. 

What I wrote was, “a fine specimen of Phylloscopus viri- 
danus, shot here on the 25th inst. by my eldest son whilst 
looking after another PuyLLoscorus greatly resembling P. 
fuscatus,” &c. &c. 

The only ornithological news I have to report for the present 
consists in the capture of a fine young male of Anas spec- 
tabilis, shot here on the llth of last month. This may not 
prove of general interest; locally, however, the case stands 
widely different, since the species has not been captured or 
seen here during the last forty years ; prior to that period only 
one female bird stands on record as ever having been obtained 
near Heligoland. 

Yours truly, 
H. Garke. 


